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7 SBCRET 


GENERAL. HEADQUARTERS 
FAR EAST COMMAND 
Military Intelligence Section, General Staff 


APO. 500 
2e April 1950 


Major General S. LeRoy Irwin, @Sc 
Assistant Chief of Staff, q~2. 

Department of the Army 

Washington 25, D. 0, 


' 
“ 


. Dear General Irwin: 


This is in reply to your letter of March 23rd, carried by dol Portier; 


I shall attempt to answer it by sub-paragraphs ad enclose your carbon copy, 


for numbered marginal references: 


Ttem'1: I have delayed my reply to your letter of March ord, carried by 


Gob Fortier, as you intimated therein that a second letter was forthcoming. 
Thus far, no courier borne letter bearing on this subject has been received 
and I, therefore, may comment prematurely on what you term “certain areas 
of misunderstandings "? fo 


Item 2: Fertier came back with an impression of friendly cooperation, 
which I appreciate and expect to reciprocate; as a matter of fact, I have 
no feeling that we have ever failed to co-operate at this end; our enormous 


volume of professional repertorial output, over. the years, is mute evidence - 


to that effect. If there was friction, as in this case, it was not engen- 
dered by us; certainly this particular situation was created by the recalci- 
trance of Major Gentry and not by the responsible senior operations of ficers 
(Fortier and Davidson). _ 


I have handled this type of mterial in the same channel, since 


1942, My observations on the handling personnel remains constant* They are 
arrogant and do not understand their subordinate end limited status within 
a field headquarters; they appear to be wrongly indoctrinated. : 


Item 3: The phraseology employed was that used in “highest” quarters. 


. It was induced by Gentry's flat refusal to even indicate the nature of the 


astonishing mass of outgoing radios, All he had to do was to tell us, in 
most general terms. 


Item 4: On the controversial question of monitoring the SSO channel, 
Portier quite frankly reported that you reserved exclusive privilege. On 
the other hand, I am not convinced at this writing that "one~end" inonitor- . 
ing is a healthy principle on which to operate a channel, If the chamel 
is to be to the mutual advantage of both MID and the Commen der-in-Chief, 
Far Fast, each should have equal authority over the circuit. The principle 
stands above any personalities involved. 
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Item 5: This feeling or remarks are most likely connected with two 
past incidents, in which I was not only indignant but said so, in a public 
broadcast, taking deliberate issue with the Dept. Amy at the calculated 
risk of disciplinary action: I would take the same position again and ! 
without hesitation, I refer to the Washington handling of the "Sorge" 


‘report. MID and State negotiated with Tokyo thruout 1948 for a press 


release of this report. Concurrently, evidence in sample photostats 

were mailed to and their juridical quality knom to MID, since 1947, 

To the complete and utter consternation of this Headquarters, this report 
was practically repudiated within a few hours.of its issue, on the basis 
(Col Eyster) that it was "unsubstantiated" ete. This has embarrassed this 
Headquarters (who do not. like the inference of erroneous reports, i.e. | 
the suggestion of slovenly work) and naturally affected my professional 
standing. I am not satisfied with this tuwn of events, either then or now 
In the meantime, MID has been furnished 3/4 million words in 31 Consecutive 


_ ‘Exhibits; proof is unimpeachable-=but it was already so in 1948, I felt. 


then that MID should have interposed; all they had to do was to throw the 
fight into my lap; I had accepted Smedley's phony libel suit. 


The next incident was the extraordinary attack on thé introductory 


volume of the General Intell. Series. “his series was developed undér MID 


orders; I was eager to oblige, since as-an instructor in several service 
schools,.before the war, I was only too aware of the absolute deficiency 
in intelligence literature. , 


You know the extent of this enterprises it took thousands of man- 
hours to develop this extensive Series end edit it. The “Brief”, as an 
introduction was naturally fragmenery; the Volumes to follow, as “mono- 
graphs” dealing with a specialty, would tell their ow story; no critique 
should have been: attempted, until the Series was complete. 


The critique apparently came from the Hist. Div and was sent directly 
to Gen. Almond, by-passimg me initielly. The Hist. Div. is not competent 
to pass on a technical subject such as “operational intelligence". While 
an uumitigated nuisance, I had no difficulty to demolish dompletely the 
superficial and sometimes ludicrous comments which this unknown historical 
reviewer indulged in. Orlando Ward, intervened at that time, recognizing 
an untenable positione Cne great principle emerged, to which we must all 
bow: if there is any conflict between the "hind-sight" or "post-mortem" 
school of historical writing, then the responsible eye-witness, the man- 
on~the~spot, has documentary priority. Finally, these reports, supported 
by carefully preserved war-time original documents were written by a : 
competent old-time instructor, with a sincere desire to contribute something 
of pedagogic value, Meny service schools have since résponded with grati- 
fying and unsolicited approval. 


Here again, £ thought MID should have interposed, considering that I 
was Working for them, at their request and for their ultimate academic. aan 
prestige. Considering the almost universal perversity of human nature, I 
have no doubt that this monumental effort was ascribed to a desire-of self 
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advertisement on my part though 1 have taken particular pains of listing 
liberally all principal ean ete. in all grades. 


I have: no military aattted and I am indifferent to such Viewss I 
have just finished Vol IX "Coumter-Intelligence im Occupation"; however, 
at times, I feel certain that I should have eropeed the whole thing and 
saved myself a lot of grief, 


. Item 6: Fortier's visit was obviously of mutual benefit. I am not 
looking for trouble, It is usually brought to me, I seek to avoid ite 
In his report, "ortier was enthusiastic concerning your concurrence in 
the local exploitation of COmINT. We are in the process of implementing 
a joint (Army, Navy, Air) sub-section in Order of Battle that should be 
to our mutual benefit. 


‘Them 7! This paragraph is in many Ways, the most jamsor vents All 
Gentry had to tell us that this was Barkey's report. We gave Barkey full 
local assistance and arrémged his. flight to Formosa, It was a foregone 
conclusion that ‘he. ‘would report. We never took the position that we wented 
to intrude into or. delay this channel; we just want to know what, in 
general terms, is going in and out. Gentry refused even that modicum of 
reasonable CRPLAERGL One 


On the general coverage of areas outside FEC, you have a Mil, Atbech8 
system which may or may not be conclusive, We have tried to send people 
into Formosa and run up against the dog-in~the-manger" attitude of the 
American Consul, Barkey also suffered from that attitude. As to the 
Soviet controlled areas, we simply cannot weit for State or CIA to 
produce something between 1945 and 1950 or wait until the axe falls. In 
the meantime, JSC have become more articulate in extending our intelli- 
gence coverage--provided we get certain assistance. 


I welcome an opportunity for continuous frank exchange of views. I 
understand that Washington is often exposed to pressures that are not felt 
in Tokyo. I have always supported the Army arid MID as a preeminent Army 
entity; my position on "Wringer" is a case in point; that was a defense 
of OCS Form 17, and my. ebjection to "plagiarism" was primarily to get: - 
Dept. Army Intell, on the credit entries of facie maps besides Air and Navye 


’ With kind personal regards, 


Sincerely; = ; 


C. A. WLLOUGyEY“ 
Major General, 4465.C4 
Asst Chief of Staff, Guz 





1 Incl: 
Ltr frem Gen. Irwin te 
Gen, “illoughby, 23 Mar 50 (ce) 


Bs Posies 
encRr’ ‘ 


CARE 








pa er SY Tt EE ee Me EE EE ne — dee Sno Ay Seah satis phen 





a | 


rere oe 


i 
ee, 


